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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
May 6, 1987 Volume XVIII, No. 14 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 7:05 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
secretary Roof called the roll and declared a quorum present 
Minutes of April 29, 1987 
Mr. Schmaltz announced that since senators had not received their copy of 
the Minutes of April 29, 1987 until this evening, that they would be 
approved at the next Academic Senate Meeting. Corrections could be turned 
into the Senate Office. 
Mr. Ken Strand had a correction in the seventh paragraph on page 9: 
"affects" should read "effects". 
Mr. Klass had several corrections: Page 3, bottom Paragraph, second sentence 
should read: "This was one of the few remaining committees in the University 
where temporary faculty members could go if their rights were abridged by the 
administration . " 
Page 8, Paragraph 4, first paragraph should read: Mr. Klass said that the 
resolution infers that revenues are needed so that ..... " 
Page 10, Paragraph 10, first sentence should read: "Mr. Klass said that 
research improves teaching." 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz had no remarks. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Breuer had an excused absence. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron had no remarks. 
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Administrators' Remarks 
President Watkins had no remarks. 
Vice President and Provost David Strand had no remarks. 
Vice President for Student Affairs Neal Gamsky announced that they had 
offered the position of Director of Financial Aids to Linda Lee Maxwell 
who has been serving as Associate Director of Financial Aids at Ball 
State University. She will be assuming the position the middle of June. 
Vice President for Business and Finance Warren Harden had an excused absence. 
ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Student Nominations to the Athletic Council (4.8.87.1 and 
4.29.87.3) 
Mr. Zeidenstein moved approval of the student nominations to the Athletic 
Council (Second, Newby). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Students nominated to Athletic Council: Athletes: 
Jenny Barlas 
Sylvia Gould 
Dan Hackman 
Matt Taphorn 
Non-Athletes: 
Renee Kwiatkowski 
Cheryl Purper 
Bradley Carlson 
Peter Raia 
2. Sense of the Senate Resolution Regarding Samuel Hutter 
Mr. Shulman moved approval of the Sense of the Senate Resolution r~garding 
Samuel Hutter to be presented to his wife and children (Second, Schmaltz). 
Motion carried unanimously. 
SENSE OF THE SENATE RESOLUTION: The Academic Senate notes with regret the 
sudden death of Professor Samuel Hutter of the Department of Psychology. 
His career at Illinois State University spanned 32 years of service to the 
University community as teacher, counselor, and participant in university 
governance. 
As a teacher, Professor Hutter was concerned with the complete education 
of students. His approach to learning was not defined by his discipline. 
He took seriously the title of teacher and many students have been the 
beneficiary of his breadth of knowledge. Sam's list of suggested readings 
which he jokingly entitled "A Highly Idiosyncratic Selection of Books to 
Help the Reader Gain Insight Into Aspects of Western Culture and Civilization, 
and to Savor the Richness of Western Intellectual Achievement" is truly a 
reflection of a learned individual. 
XVIII-80 
As a clinician, he was active both as a therapist and a teacher of clinicians 
in the University's Counseling Center. Sam's long-term commitment to 
helping his fellow human beings through psychological counseling is a legacy 
of incalcuable value and one in which the entire University can take great 
pride. 
His service to the University was vast. He was most noted, however, for 
his long association with the University Library Committee. He served four 
times as chair and many more years as a committee member. The new Library, 
its staff, and its collections were a source of great pride for him. 
A final legacy which Sam left to his family, colleagues, friends, and students 
was his ability to enjoy life to its fullest extent. The Academic Senate, 
speaking for the University community, deeply regrets his loss and offers its 
sympathy to his wife and family. 
3. Sense of the Senate Resolution Regarding Academic Senate Support of 
Revenue Enhancement 
Ms. Roof moved approval of the Sense of the Senate Resolution regarding 
Academic Senate Support of Revenue Enhancement (Second, Klass). 
SENSE OF THE SENATE RESOLUTION: WHEREAS, Illinois State University, one of 
three universities which constitute the Board of Regents System, provides 
educational services to approximately 21,000 Illinois students each year; 
and 
WHEREAS, the preservation and enhancement of academic quality is a guiding 
governance principle of Illinois State University and the Board of Regents 
System; and 
WHEREAS, Illinois State University plays a key role in the State's economic, 
social and political well-being through the provision of educational, re-
search and public service activities; and 
WHEREAS, the Governor's multi-year budget plan recognizes education's 
pivotal role in the economic, social and political well-being of Illinois; and 
WHEREAS, revenue enhancement is necessary to provide additional support for 
education and for educational reform; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED that the Academic Senate of Illinois State University endorses 
efforts to enhance revenue; and further, the Senate urges the members of 
the General Assembly and the Governor to work together for changes in the 
tax structure that will generate new revenues in FY1988 and beyond which 
are needed to enable the Regency Universities to continue to offer instruc-
tion of high quality and to achieve those program improvements that are 
supported in the budget recommendations this year. 
Ms. Roof stated that this resolution was being proposed again with changes. 
Drafters tried to remove possible references to any kind of a partisan, or 
the appearance of the support for any partisan or particular tax plan 
currently being proposed. There is a mention of the Governor's name in 
here as the Governor, but that is only insofar as the budget plan recognizes 
the role of higher education. We would like to re-propose this non-partisan 
Sense of the Senate Resolution which has to do with our ability to provide 
the very services for which we were created. 
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Mr. O'Rourke stated he would like to have higher paychecks, but he did not 
agree with the fifth WHEREAS: "revenue enhancement is necessary to provide 
additional support for education and for educational reform; now, therefore, 
be it ..... " He did not think revenue needed to be enhanced. If the Senate 
passed this, they were supporting higher taxes as the only way to achieve 
higher education objectives. 
Mr. Klass said he would vote for this motion. He thought it a good idea that 
he receive a salary increase. He asked for assurance from the Provost on how 
this enhanced revenue would be used. First of all, he was concerned that the 
effect might be to raise the taxes of some faculty members who would never the 
less be denied salary increases because they are temporary faculty. That 
effect would be to reduce their net income. He wanted assurance that this 
would not happen. The money would be spent on three different things: 
faculty salaries, a computer master's program, and additional faculty to 
reduce class sizes. He hoped that the administration could give us some 
sense of the priorities if not all of this revenue was forthcoming. 
Mr. Schmaltz ruled that these comments were out of order. The comments in 
order at this time pertained to the motion on the floor. 
Mr. Meiron stated that besides the point that instructors at the University 
would feel better with a salary increase, it also needed to be emphasized 
that we were working for the quality and excellence in this University as 
well as the other universities in the Board of Regents systems, and this 
resolution would provide revenue enhancement to do this. 
Mr. Zeidenstein said that news reports indicated that if the desire in the 
RESOLVED cause came about, it should also have the effect of not causing 
as much of an increase in student tuition, as there would be if this did not 
come about. 
Vote on the Sense of the Senate Resolution carried on a voice vote. 
COMMUNICATIONS 
Mr. Klass raised a point of order about an Executive Committee vote not 
to refer his communication 4.28.87.1 to the Rules and Student Affairs 
Committees. Not to refer that communication to a committee is a violation 
of Article 2. Section 2.8, on page 5, of the Academic Senate Bylaws, 
"Assignment of Proposals to Committees". "Proposals for action by the 
Academic Senate shall be referred to committees by the Chairperson of 
the Senate or, in his absence, by vote of the Executive Committee." This 
did not empower the Executive Committee not to refer proposals to committees, 
and only empowers the Senate to disapprove such referrals to committees. 
He asked the Chair to vacate the ruling of the Executive Committee. 
The Parliamentarian noted that the Bylaws read "proposals for action". 
He was not clear as to what action was asked for in his proposal of 4.28.87.1. 
Mr. Schmaltz interpreted the Bylaw 2.2.8 as meaning "Proposals for action 
by the Academic Senate ... " That implied something would be an information 
item and then an action item. The communications involved raised a point of 
order. 
Mr. Klass contended that the Executive Committee did not have the power to 
do what it did. 
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Mr. Schmaltz said that the Executive Committee had considered both of 
Hr. Klass's memorandums: 4.21.87.1, and 4.28.87.1. The first memo had 
raised a point of order that several external committees of the Academic 
Senate are operating in violation of Article II.2.3 and Article II.2.21 
of theAcademic Senate Bylaws which state: (2.3) All Committees created 
by the Senate shall be considered creatures of the Senate. Final or 
interim reports or recommendations of such committees shall be made to 
the Senate. By vote, the Senate shall determine whether it will receive 
such reports and whether it will adopt such recommendations; and (2.21) 
..... Committee recommendations shall be forwarded to the President and to 
the Academic Senate. Mr. Schmaltz stated his memo to Mr. Klass was in 
response to 
tutionally. 
"I request, 
instructing 
the question of whether those committees were actinq unconsti-
He had ruled that they were not. The second proposal (4.28.87.1): 
therefore, that the Rules Committee prepare a directive 
the Athletic Council and the Student Center-Auditorium Board 
to adhere to the Bylaws, to review and make recommendations concerning 
Student Fees, and to report such recommendations to the Senate. I further 
request that the Student Affairs Committee prepare a motion, for consider-
ation by the Senate, stating the Senate's opposition to any student fee 
increases that have not been submitted for Senate consideration." 
Mr. Schmatlz suggested that Mr. Klass present his concerns to the Rules 
Committee in person. 
Mr. Klas s wanted the decision of the Executive Committee ruled out of order. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the Parliamentarian had pointed out that on page 3 
of the "Blue Book" (Supplement to the Bylaws of the Academic Senate) under 
the description of the Executive Committee's duties, "The Executive Committee 
expedites the business of university governance by: (B.3.) recommending items 
for consideration to appropriate university committees;". 
Mr. Klass reiterated his concern about Article 2.2.8, "Proposal for action hy 
the Academic Senate shall be referred to committees by the Chairperson of 
the Senate or, in his absence, by vote of the Executive Committee." The 
Executive Committee minutes had shown the Chair to be in attendance at the 
meeting. 
Mr. Schmaltz presumed that if the Executive Committee had the power to 
recommend motions, they also had the power to not recommend. The Executive 
Committee did not say that Mr. Klass could not go to the Rules Committee, 
they chose not to forward the communication. 
Mr. Shulman moved approval of the Chair's and Executive Committee's decision. 
Parliamentarian said such a motion at this time would be out of order. 
Mr. Klass repeated his point of order that the Executive Committee's decision 
referred to in the Minutes of April 30, 1987 was in violation of Article 2.2.8 
of the Bylaws and he asked the Chair to so rule. 
The Chair ruled that the point of order was not valid. 
Mr. Klass appealed the ruling of the Chair and moved that the communications 
be referred to the Rules Committee. 
XVIII-81 
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At the suggestion of the Parliamentarian, the Rules Committee Chair, Larry 
Belknap was questioned as to whether his Committee would accept these 
communications. Mr. Belknap saw that the Executive Committee had a respon-
sibility to deal with the communication from Mr. Klass. He felt that they 
had exercised their authority to do this. It seemed to him that was the 
proper process to take in disseminating information to appropriate committees. 
If Senator Klass goes directly to the Rules Committee, he felt it would be 
deviating from the process. The Bylaws did not state that we were obligated 
to consider every request. He felt we were moving away from the typical 
process. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that if Mr. Klass wanted to go directly to the Rules Com-
mittee and present his case that they would listen to him. 
Mr. Gamsky asked for a ruling from the Parliamentarian as to whether something 
is to be referred to a Committee by the Senate, it would require a motion 
voted on by the Senate. Parliamentarian Cohen said this was a communication, 
not an action item. 
Mr. Shulman said any senator can request any committee to consider anything. 
Mr. Cohen said the the Rules Committee was established at a retreat in 1970. 
One of its intention at the time was that this type of question about the 
functioning of the Bylaws would go directly to the Rules Committee. It does 
not belong on the Senate calendar. If the Rules Committee should find that 
there is a violation of the Bylaws, it is a simple procedure. This kind of 
query should be directed to the Rules Committee. Mr. Klass can take his 
question directly to the Rules Committee. 
Mr. White asked if a senator may not move that the Senate as a whole look at 
a certain issue. What are the ordinary procedures for bringing an issue to 
the Senate? 
Mr. Cohen said that generally a letter directed to the Committee with a 
carbon copy to the Executive Committee. A committee report, like the 
Curriculum Committee, goes directly to the Academic Affairs Committee 
without going through the Executive Committee. 
Mr. Thomas suggested that Mr. Klass send a letter to the committee with a 
carbon copy to the Executive Committee. 
Mr. Klass moved to refer these three communications to the Rules Committee 
and to the Student Affairs Committee (Second, Youngs). 
Mr. Mottram urged the Senate to have the Rules Committee review the functions 
of the Senate Committees. 
Mr. Klass spoke to his motion. The reason for his inquiry was that there 
are a great many items being decided without the action of the Senate, and 
the Athletic Fee was not the least of these. The Senate Bylaws as originally 
written provide for a rather extensive jurisdiction to the Academic Senate 
Budget Committee to look at all aspects of the University revenue, even out-
side of the general revenue budget. These committees are explicitly given 
the duty to serve in an advisory capacity on budgetary matters and to review 
and to make recommendations on the student athletic service fee. This fee 
is being increased without any recommendation from the Athletic Council. 
XVIII-82 
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Questions of athletic fees are being decided by a committee created by 
the President and the SBBD, the Athletic and Service Fee Advisory Committee, 
which is only allowed to consider increases in the Athletic Fee. He thought 
that it should be the responsibility of the Athletic Council to make recom-
mentions about such fee increases. 
Mr. Meiron questioned the statement that the Advisory Committee could only 
make recommendations to increase the athletic fee. He had been on the 
committee and considerations were made concerning decreases as well as 
increases. Several students served on this committee, as on other student 
fee committees. It is possible for that committee to make recommendations 
not to increase, or to increase fees. 
Mr. Klass read from a letter signed by Charles Webber, fromer President of 
the Student Association and Art Adams, Assistant to the President, which 
specifically precludes that committee from considering decreases . 
The letter was signed March 10, 1982 and stated: "Therefore, the Athletic 
and Service Fee Advisory Committee, as well as the Student Association 
Assembly, are to address themselves only to possible increases in the 
Athletic and Service Fee." 
Mr. Schmaltz suggested Mr. Klass pass this information on to the Rules Committee. 
Mr. Feaster commented that he had checked the University Archives from 1981-86 
Academic Senate Minutes and there were no cases where an athletic fee had been 
brought before the Academic Senate for consideration. 
Mr. Shulman spoke against the 
committee go before the whole 
mittee examining this issue, 
the whole Senate. 
motion. Why should every proposal that goes to 
Senate. He was not opposed to the Rules Com-
but objected that it was unnecessary to go before 
Mr. Thomas moved the previous question (Second, Liedtke). 
Motion carried on a 2/3 majority. 
Vote on Klass motion: 23 yes; 11 no. Motion carried . 
Motion carried 27/6. 
Mr. Watkins announced that Dr. Robert Bone had a mild stroke last Sunday. 
He and his wife were preparing to go to England, but would instead be in 
Brokaw Hospital for a while. Visitors are not suggested, but he would 
probably appreciate cards. (Room 243, Brokaw Hospital) He suffered some 
loss of speech, but will recover. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - no report. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - no report. 
Budget Committee - no report, short committee meeting after Senate adjourns. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr. O'Rourke announced a short meeting after Senate. 
Rules Committee - no report. 
Student Affairs Committee - no report. 
XVIII-82 Mr. Zeidenstein moved to adjourn (Second, Thomas). The meeting of the 
Academic Senate adjourned at 7:55 p.m. 
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. ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
May 6,1987 Volume XVIII, No. 14 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 7:05 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
Secretary Roof called the roll and declared a quorum present 
Minutes of April 29, 1987 
Mr. Schmaltz announced that since senators had not received their copy of 
the Minutes of April 29, 1987 until this evening, that they would be 
approved at the next Academic Senate Meeting. Corrections could be turned 
into the Senate Office. 
Mr. Ken Strand had a correction in the seventh paragraph on page 9: 
"affects" should read "effects". 
Mr. Klass had several corrections: Page 3, bottom Paragraph, second sentence 
should read: "This was one of the few remaining committees in the University 
where temporary faculty members could go if their rights were abridged by the 
administration." 
Page 8, Paragraph 4, first paragraph should read: Mr. Klass said that the 
resolution infers that revenues are needed so that •.••• " 
Page 10, Paragraph 10, first sentence should read: "Mr . Klass said that 
research improves teaching." 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz had no remarks. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr . Breuer had an excused absence. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron had no remarks. 
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Administrators' Remarks 
President Watkins had no remarks. 
Vice President and Provost David Strand had no remarks. 
Vice President for Student Affairs Neal Gamsky announced that they had 
offered the position of Director of Financial Aids to Linda Lee Maxwell 
who has been serving as Associate Director of Financial Aids at Ball 
State University. She will be assuming the position the middle of June. 
Vice President for Business and Finance Warren Harden had an excused absence. 
ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Student Nominations to the Athletic Council (4.8.87.1 and 
4.29.87.3) 
Mr. Zeidenstein moved approval of the student nominations to the Athletic 
Council (Second, Newby). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Students nominated to Athletic Council: Athletes: 
Jenny Barlas 
Sylvia Gould 
Dan Hackman 
Matt Taphorn 
Non-Athletes: 
Renee Kwiatkowski 
Cheryl Purper 
Bradley Carlson 
Peter Raia 
2. Sense of the Senate Resolution Regarding Samuel Hutter 
Mr . Shulman moved approval of the Sense of the Senate Resolution regarding 
Samuel Hutter to be presented to his wife and children (Second, Schmaltz). 
Motion carried unanimously. 
SENSE OF THE SENATE RESOLUTION : The Academic Senate notes with regret the 
sudden death of Professor Samuel Hutter of the Department of Psychology. 
His career at Illinois State University spanned 32 years of service to the 
University community as teacher, counselor, and participant in university 
governance. 
As a teacher, Professor Hutter was concerned with the complete education 
of students. His approach to learning was not defined by his discipline. 
He took seriously the title of teacher and many students have been the 
beneficiary of his breadth of knowledge. Sam's list of suggested readings 
which he jokingly entitled "A Highly Idiosyncratic Selection of Books to 
Help the Reader Gain Insight Into Aspects of Western Culture and Civilization, 
and to Savor the Richness of Western Intellectual Achievement" is truly a 
reflection of a learned individual. 
) 
XVIII-80 
-4-
As a clinician, he was active both as a therapist and a teacher of clinicians 
in the University's Counseling Center. Sam's long-term commitment to 
helping his fellow human beings through psychological counseling is a legacy 
of incalcuable value and one in which the entire University can take great 
pride. 
His service to the University was vast. He was most noted, however, for 
his long association with the University Library Committee. He served four 
times as chair and many more years as a committee member. The new Library, 
its staff, and its collections were a source of great pride for him. 
A final legacy which Sam left to his family, colleagues, friends, and students 
was his ability to enjoy life to its fullest extent. The Academic Senate, 
speaking for the University community, deeply regrets his loss and offers its 
sympathy to his wife and family. 
3. Sense of the Senate Resolution Regarding Academic Senate Support of 
Revenue Enhancement 
Ms. Roof moved approval of the Sense of the Senate Resolution regarding 
Academic Senate Support of Revenue Enhancement (Second, Klass). 
SENSE OF THE SENATE RESOLUTION: WHEREAS, Illinois State University, one of 
three universities which constitute the Board of Regents System,provides 
educational services to approximately 21,000 Illinois students each year: 
and 
WHEREAS, the preservation and enhancement of academic quality is a guiding 
governance principle of Illinois State University and the Board of Regents 
System: and 
WHEREAS, Illinois State University plays a key role in the State's economic, 
social and political well-being through the provision of educational, re-
search and public service activities: and 
WHEREAS, the Governor's multi-year budget plan recognizes education's 
pivotal role in the economic, social and political well-being of Illinois: and 
WHEREAS, revenue enhancement is necessary to provide additional support for 
education and for educational reform: now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED that the Academic Senate of Illinois State University endorses 
efforts to enhance revenue: and further, the Senate urges the members of 
the General Assembly and the Governor to work together for changes in the 
tax structure that will generate new revenues in FY1988 and beyond which 
are needed to enable the Regency Universities to continue to offer instruc-
tion of high quality and to achieve those program improvements that are 
supported in the budget recommenQations this year. 
Ms. Roof stated that this resolution was being proposed again with changes. 
We tried to remove any possible references to any kind of a partisan, or 
the appearance of the support for any partisan or particular tax plan 
currently being proposed. There is a mention of the Governor's name in 
here as the Governor, but that is only insofar as the .budget plan recognizes 
the role of higher education. We would like to re-propose this non-partisan 
Sense of the Senate Resolution which has to do with our ability to provide 
the very services for which we were created. 
) 
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Mr~ O'Rourke stated he would like to have higher paychecks, but he did not 
agree with the fifth WHEREAS: "revenue enhancement is necessary to provide 
additional support for education and for educational reform; now, therefore, 
be it ••••• " He did not think revenue needed to be enhanced. If the Senate 
passed this, they were supporting higher taxes as the only way to achieve 
higher education objectives. 
Mr. Klass said he would vote for this motion. He thought it a good idea that 
he receive a salary increase. He asked for assurance from the Provost on how 
this enhanced revenue would be used. First of all, he was concerned that the 
effect might be to raise the taxes of some faculty members who would never-the-
less be denied salary increases, because they are temporary faculty. That 
effect would be to reduce their net income. He wanted assurance that this 
would not happen. The money would be spent on three different things: 
faculty salaries, a computer master's program, and additional faculty to 
reduce class sizes. He hoped that the administration could give us some 
sense of the priorities if -not all of this revenue was forthcoming~ 
Mr. Schmaltz ruled that these comments were out of order. The comments in 
order at this time pertained to the motion on the floor. 
Mr. Meiron stated that besides the point that instructors at the University 
would feel better with a salary increase, it also needed to be emphasized 
that we were working for the quality and excellence in this University as 
well as the other universities in the Board of Regents systems, and this 
resolution would provide revenue enhancement to do this. 
Mr. Zeidenstein said that news reports indicated that if the desire in the 
RESOLVED cause came about, it should .also have the effect of not causing 
as much of an increase in student tuition, as there would be if this did not 
come about. 
Vote on the Sense of the Senate Resolution carried on a voice vote. 
COMMUNICATIONS 
Mr. Klass raised a point of order about an Executive Committee vote not 
to refer his communication 4.28.87.1 to the Rules and Student Affairs 
Committees. Not to refer that communication to a committee is a violation 
of Article 2. Section 2.8, on page 5, of the Academic Senate Bylaws, 
"Assignment of Proposals to Committees". "Proposals for action by the 
Academic Senate shall be referred to committees by the Chairperson of 
the Senate or, in his absence, by vote of the Executive Committee." This 
did not empower the Executive Committee not to refer proposals to committees, 
and only empowers the Senate to disapprove such referrals to committees. 
He asked the Chair to va_cate the ruling of the Executive Committee. 
The Parliamentarian noted that the Bylaws read "proposals for action". 
He was not clear as to what action was asked for in his proposal of 4.28.87.1. 
Mr. Schmaltz interpreted the Bylaw 2.2.8 as meaning "Proposals for action 
by the Academic Senate •.. " That implied something would be an information 
item and then an action item. The communications involved raised a point of 
order. 
Mr. Klass contended that the Executive Committee did not have the power to 
do what it did . 
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Mr. Schmaltz said that the Executive committee had considered both of 
Mr. Klass's memorandums: 4.21. 87.1, and 4.28.87.1. ·The first memo had 
raised a point of order that several external committees of the Academic 
Senate are operating in violation of Article II.2.3 and Article II.2.21 
of theAcademic Senate Bylaws which state: (2.3) All Committees created 
by the Senate shall be considered creatures of the Senate. Final or 
interim reports or recommendations of such committees shall be made to 
the Senate. By vote, the Senate shall determine whether it will receive 
such reports and whether it will adopt such recommendations; and (2 . 21) 
••••• Committee recommendations shall be forwarded to the President and to 
the Academic Senate. Mr. Schmaltz stated his memor to Mr. Klass was in 
response to that, that those committees were acting unconstitutionally . 
He had ruled that they were not. The second proposal (4.28.87.1): 
"I request, therefore, that the Rules Committee prepare a directive 
instructing the Athletic Council and the Student Center-Auditorium Board 
to adhere to the Bylaws, to review and make recommendations concerning 
Student Fees, and to report such recommendations to the Senate. I further 
request that the Student Affairs Committee prepare a motion, for consider-
ation by the Senate, stating the Senate's opposition to any student fee 
increases that have not been submitted for Senate consideration." 
Mr. Schmatlz suggested that Mr. Klass present his concerns to the Rules 
Committee in person. 
Mr. Klass wanted the decision of the Executive Committee ruled out of order. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the Parliamentarian had pointed out that on page 3 
of the "Blue Book" (Supplement to the Bylaws of the Academic Senate) under 
the description of the Executive Committee's duties, "The Executive Committee 
expedites the business of university governance by: (B.3.) recommending items 
for consideration to appropriate university committees;". 
Mr. Klass reiterated his concern about Article 2 . 2.8, "Proposal for actionby 
the Academic Senate shall be referred to committees by the Chairperson of 
the Senate or, in his absence, by vote of the Executive Committee." The 
Executive Committee minutes had shown the Chair to be in attendance at the 
meeting. 
Mr. Schmaltz presumed that if the Executive Committee had the power to 
recommend motions, they also had the power to not recommend. The Executive 
Committee did not say that Mr. Klass could not go to the Rules Committee, 
they chose not to forward the communication. 
Mr. Shulman moved approval of the Chair's and Executive Committee's decision. 
Parliamentarian said such a motion at this time would be out of order. 
Mr. Klass repeated his point of order that the Executive Committee's decision 
referred to in the Minutes of April 30, 1987 was in violation of Article 2.2.8 
of the Bylaws and he asked the Chair to so rule. 
The Chair ruled that the point of order was not valid. 
Mr. Klass appealed the ruling of the Chair and moved that the communications 
be referred to the Rules Committee. 
) 
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At the suggestion of the Parliamentarian, the Rules Committee Chair, Larry 
Belknap was questioned as to whether his Committee would accept these 
communications. Mr. Belknap saw that the Executive Committee had a respon-
sibility to deal with the communication from Mr. Klass. He felt that they 
had exercised their authority to do this. It seemed to him that was the 
proper process to take in disseminating information to appropriate committees. 
If Senator Klass goes directly to the Rules Committee, he felt it would be 
deviating from the process . . The Bylaws did not state that we were obligated 
.to consider every request. He felt we were moving away from the typical 
process. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that if Mr. Klass wanted to go directly to the Rules Com-
mittee and present his case that they would listen to him. 
Mr. Gamsky asked for a ruling from the Parliamentarian as to whether something 
is to be referred to a Committee by the Senate, it would require a motion 
voted on by the Senate. Parliamentarian Cohen said this was a communication, 
not an action item. 
Mr. Shulman said any senator can request any committee to consider anything. 
Mr. Cohen said the the Rules Committee was ~stablished at a retreat in 1970. 
0ne of its intention at the time was that this type of question about -the 
functioning of the Bylaws would go directly to the Rules Committee. It does 
not belong on the Senate calendar. If the Rules Committee should find that 
there is a violation of the Bylaws, it is a simple procedure. This kind of 
query should be directed to the Rules Committee. Mr. Klass can take his 
question directly to the Rules Committee. 
Mr. White asked if a senator may not move that the Senate as a whole look at 
a certain issue. What are the ordinary procedures for bringing an issue to 
the Senate? 
Mr. Cohen said that generally a letter directed to the Committee with a 
carbon copy to the Executive Committee. A committee .report, like the 
Curriculum Committee, goes directly to the Academic Affairs Committee 
without going through the Executive Committee. 
Mr. Thomas suggested that Mr. Klass send a letter to the committee with a 
carbon copy to the Executive Committee. 
Mr. Klass moved to refer these three communications to the Rules Committee 
and to the Student Affairs Committee (Second, Youngs). 
Mr. Mottram urged the Senate to have the Rules Committee review the functions 
of the Senate Committees. 
Mr. Klass spoke to his motion. The reason for his inquiry was that there 
are a great many items being decided without the action of the Senate, and 
the Athletic Fee was not the least of these. The Senate Bylaws as originally 
written provides for a rather extensive jurisdication. Jurisdiction to the 
Budget Committee to look at all aspects of the University revenue, even out-
side of the general revenue budget. These committees are explicitly given 
the duty to serve in an advisory capacity on budgetary matters and to review 
and to make recommendations on the student athletic service fee. This fee 
is being increased without any recommendation from the Athletic Council. 
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Questions of athletic fees are being decided by a committee created by 
the President and the SBBD, the Athletic and Service Fee Advisory Committee, 
which is only allowed to consider increases in the Athletic Fee. He thought 
that it should be the responsibility of the Athletic Council to make recom-
mentions about such fee increases. 
Mr. Meiron questioned the statement that the Advisory Committee could only 
make recommendations to increase the athletic fee. He had been on the 
committee and considerations were made concerning decreases as well as 
increases. Several students served on this committee, as on other student 
fee committees. It is possible for that committee to make recommendations 
not to increase, or to increase fees. 
Mr. Klass read from a letter signed by Charles Webber, fromer President of 
the Student Association and Art Adams, Assistant to the President, which 
specifically precludes that committee from considering decreases. 
'nl.e letter was signed March 10, 1982 and stated: "Therefore, the Athletic 
and Service Fee Advisory Committee, as well as the Student Association 
Assembly, are to address themselves only to possible increases in the 
Athletic and Service Fee." 
Mr. Schmaltz suggested Mr. Klass pass this information on to the Rules Committee. 
Mr. Feaster commented that he had checked the University Archives from 1981-86 
Academic Senate Minutes and there were no cases where an athletic fee had been 
brought before the Academic Senate for consideration. 
Mr. Shulman spoke against the motion. Why should every proposal that goes to 
committee go before the whole Senate. He was not opposed to the Rules Com-
mittee examining this issues, but objected that it was unnecessary to go before 
the whole Senate. 
Mr. Thomas moved the previous question (Second, Liedtke). 
Motion carried on a 2/3 majority. 
Vote on Klass motion: 23 yes: 11 no. Motion carried. 
Motion carried 27/6. 
Mr. Watkins announced that Dr. Robert Bone had a mild stroke last Sunday. 
He and his wife were preparing to go to England, but would instead be in 
Brokaw Hospital for a while. Visitors are not suggested, but he would 
probably appreciate cards. (Room 243, Brokaw Hospital) He suffered some 
loss of speech, but will recover. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - no report. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - no report. 
Budget Committee - no report, short committee meeting after Senate adjourns. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr. O'Rourke announced a short meeting after Senate. 
Rules Committee - no report. 
Student Affairs Committee - no report. 
XVIII-82 Mr. Zeidenstein moved to adjourn (Second, Thomas). The meeting of the 
Academic Senate adjourned at 7:55 p.m. 
FOR THE ACADEMIC SENATE 
JUDITH A. ROOF, SECRETARY 
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